England was yet a powerful influence in the young, colonial world of Maryland.
II. INDEPENDENCE
A century later, on July 3, 1776, the Maryland Convention in Annapolis adopted a resolution of independence. 8 The next day in Philadelphia Charles Carroll of Carrollton, Samuel Chase, This Article 3 adopted three of England's bodies of law for the independent state of Maryland: the common law as previously decided by judges; the statutes as previously enacted by Parliament; and the institution of property as derived from the feudal tradition. This paper will dissect these bodies, one at a time.
A. The Common Law of England
The Declaration of Rights refers to the mass of common law as it existed in England on July 4, 1776 and makes it the law of Maryland as it remains yet today, except to the extent it has been changed or modified. 12 It remained incumbent on the Maryland courts to decide whether the English common law should be made applicable under the circumstances, 13 and once it was incorporated it was subject to change either by Maryland legislative act or judicial decision. Illustrations abound: In the early nineteenth century the Court of Appeals determined that a testator's bequest to "'the poor children belonging to the congregation of Saint Peter's Protestant Episcopal Church'" failed according to the old English common law prohibition on indefinite charitable gifts. 20 In the early twentieth century the Court of Appeals found women at a common law disability, which precluded them from taking official part in state government.
21
And late in the twentieth century the Court of Special Appeals held courts of equity had the power to compel debtors to post bond so as to discourage them from absconding from their creditors by virtue of an ancient common law writ.
22
Pre-1776 common law continues to be recognized as applicable in the twenty-first century.
For example, in Mason v. Board of Education, 23 when the plaintiff filed suit on her twenty-first birthday to recover for negligence allegedly inflicted on her while she was a minor, the Maryland Court of Appeals held she was one day too late under the three-year statute of limitations.
24
Since under the old English common law the plaintiff's disability was removed one day prior to the anniversary of her birth, the statute of limitations had begun running the day before her eighteenth birthday.
25
The English common law crimes (murder, burglary, larceny, and perjury, etc.) were also When the bank failed and they were unable to repay the loans, they were criminally prosecuted for a "conspiracy." 34 Since Maryland had not yet enacted an embezzlement statute the bankers defended themselves on the grounds that the indictment specified no underlying crime that they had conspired to commit. 35 Insider trading and self-dealing might amount to a breach of trust, but they were not common law crimes, they argued.
The trial court discharged the defendants, but on appeal by the state the Maryland Court of Appeals reversed and ordered a new trial. The appeals court considered the allegations of the indictment as establishing a punishable conspiracy at common law-a conspiracy "wrongfully to 29 That the Inhabitants of Maryland are entitled to . . . the benefit of such of the English statutes as existed on the Fourth day of July, seventeen hundred and seventy-six; and which, by experience, have been found applicable to their local and other circumstances, and have been introduced, used and practiced by the Courts of Law or Equity . . . .
47
In 1809, out of a concern that applicability of English statutes was left to rest on so vague a standard, the Maryland General Assembly directed Chancellor William Kilty to prepare a report of all such English statutes that were covered by the language of the Declaration of Rights. should be required, in the cause of action of forcible detainer." 62 The court found that while it was clear that forcible detention had been required under the English law, the court had the power to change the rule if found to be "unsound in the circumstances of modern life . . . ." 
C. Property Derived Under Charter Granted to Lord Baltimore
The statute Quia Emptores Terrarum 66 was among the laws in force and effect in England when in 1632 Charles I granted the Maryland Charter to Cecil Calvert the Lord Baltimore.
67
Quia Emptores permitted "every Freeman to sell at his own pleasure his Lands and Tenements" outright in fee simple but prohibited the grantors from establishing themselves as feudal overlords by retention of perquisites such as fines for alienation or rents. 68 But the eighteenth paragraph of the Maryland Charter granted Calvert and his heirs the power to grant Maryland lands "to Persons willing to take or purchase the same . . . by . . . Customs and Rents of this
